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SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA WETLANDS ECOSYSTEM

60ALS PROJECT
c/u SFEP ¯ 2101 Webst== Sbu~L Suite 500 ¯ Oekla=~d, CA

510-286-1221 ¯ FAX B73-6321

January 6, 1997

Mr. Dick Daniel
Ecosystem Revi~=~ Team
CALFED Bay-Delta P~cgram

Sacramento° CA 95814

Subject: Comments on CALFED Bay-Delta Program Ecosystem
Restorutio~ P~o~am PI~I Prelimi~a~ Workin~ Du~ft
Implementation Objectives and Targets

Dear Dick:

I am writing on behalf of the San Francisco Bay Area
wetlands ~coSysuem Goals Pro~ecu. The Goals Project is an
in~eragency effort to identify the kinds, amounts, and
~istriDution of wetland ~aDi~a~s needed to sus~aln ~iverse and
healthy comn~Lnities of fish and wildlife resources in the San
Francisco Bay Area. The ~oals Project’S main ~ecision-makln~
body, the Resource Managers G~oup (RMG), comprises staff from a
dozen local, state, and federal resOurce a~encies, many o~ which
are actively involved in the CAL~ED process. Nearly one hundred
biologists and physical scientists provide the RMG tect=nical
advice.

On December 19, 1996, the RMG briefly discussed the subject
CALFED document. Although we applaud the effort to establish
woals for restoring fish and wildlife populations and habitats,
we have ~wo primary concerns regardin~your draft document:
i) ~echnical and policy concerns regardin~ the setting of
numerical targets for populations and habitats, and 2) the
absence of objectives and targets for portions of San Francisco
Bay downstream of San Pablo Bay.

We fully recognize the need to establish some kind of
measurable goals for fish and wildlife Dopulations and their
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~upporting habi~a~. Our initial approach of setting regional
wetlands goals involved establishing population targets for key
spccics and then determining the amount and distribution of
habitats necessary to support those popu!a~ions. However, after
many months of discuo~ionz regardinS the technical difficulties
of Setting appropriate population targets, the RMG decided to
replace this approach with one utilizing scenario-planning
through which we will assess how a variety of habitat arrays
would nff=ct certain key species. In thc comin~months, wc will
use a Geographic information System developed by the San
Francisco Estuary Institute to develop these habitat arrays; we
plan to r~lease draft recommendations in the late spring. Given
our experiences in trying to set population targets, we are very
curious to know more about the process that CALFED used to set
targets.

W~ not~ that Lh~ ta~e~s presented in the subject CALFED
document are somehow based on population and habitat targets
recommended in existlu~ b~izlwid~ ~d local fish, wildlife, and
habitat restoration plans. While this may be somewha~ more
rigorous ~ha~pullln~ ~argets out of "thi~, ~i~’," w@ qu~Liu,~ th~
scientific ~ethods used to derive the targets. Given the
importance or se~Ing approprla~e ~arge~s, an~ ~h~ long-term
implications for ecosystem~unagement in achieving them, we
believe t~e ~ocumenc mus~ provide much more ~e~ail regarding the
methods for deriving the ~argets. If CALFED must have targets
now, i~ should better ~ocu~en~ the process for developing ~hem.

A second and, from our perspective, more proDlematic aspect
Of Setting targets now involves the potential conflic~ between
the CALFED targets and the wetlands habitat goals t~e RMG will
release later this year. This problem will be most significant
in the overlapping geographic regions of t~e two efforts: in
SuisunMarsh and in the San pablo Bay region. The las~ thing the
owners of private or public lands need is a set of conflicting
habitat goals ~rom two "government" efforts. This problem must
be addressed by coordinating the goal-setting efforts of CALFED
and the Goals Project; ideally, we should release identical goals
concurrently for public review and commen~. If we are unable to
find a way to coordinate adequately, th~ RMG recommends that
CALFED postpone establishing numerical targets for the geographic
areas in which our Drojects overlap until the Goals Project
releases its draft recommendations in la~e spring.

Finally, we recognize that the CALFED process identifies a
.D?nhl~m Area" cc~Drisins the Del~a and Suisun Bay/Marsh, and a
"Solution Area" tha~ includes the watersheds of the Central
valley and Sa~ ~vanc£sco Bay_ Given the Dhysical and ecological
linkages show~ during the past decade between the Bay and the
Delta. ~e ~tron~ly reco~en~ that C/L~ED treat all of San
Francisco Bay equally as it refines implementation objectives and
targetE. Implementation objectives ~n~ tRv~t~ shonld be
developed for Central Bay and South Bay, in addition to those
developed for San Pablo Bay.
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We appreciat~ the opportunity to provide these commen~ on
the draft document, and we look ~o-~ward to improving
uun%~unica~ion between our r~spectiv~ projects in th~ coming
months. If you would like to discuss these comments, please call
me at 415 74~-1963.

Sincerely,

Niehael Monroe
Co-chair
Resource Managers Group

cC: RMG members
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